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ON PETITION 



This is a decision in reference to the paper styled "Further 
^T^nn^ 1 ^ 1° Revive an Abandon ed Application" filed on 19 
V"S5' f? 03 ' WhlCh ' 13 being treate d as a petition under 37 CFR 
l.U/(b) to revive the above-identified application. 

The petition is GRANTED . 

This application became abandoned on 20 August, 2000, for failure 
to , L f1 ^ a tim ely response to the Notification of Non-Compliance 

37 CFR 1.192(c), mailed on 19 July, 2000, which set a one 
(1) -month shortened period for reply. No extensions of the time 
for reply in accordance with 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained The 
petition filed on 29 September, 2000, was dismissed in a decision 



= ff ective December 1, 1997, the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) now provide that 
aKndoned tl?- uni »tentional, a petition may be filed to revive an 

abandoned application or a lapsed patent pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b). A qrantable 
petitxon filed under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanie d by: 

3ml . ' 1] th l le ? ui * e 1 reply .' unless Previously filed. In a nonprovisional 
application abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required reply may be met bv the 

fotrailur: Toa^T -^T ^ " ^-tion'or paten?, "abandoned or Lpsed 

the pavment of thl "T* POrti0n thereof ' th * required reply must be 

the payment of the issue fee or any outstanding balance thereof. 

(2). the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17 (m); 

j . - (3) * sta tement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due 
Tui tb) was S U ? tU ^ fil ^ g ° f 3 ^antable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 
thill?* unintentional. The Commissioner may required additional information where 
there is a question whether the delay was unintentional; and ormacion wnere 

(4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1 20(d)) reauired 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(c)). ^ Ulu " required 
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mailed on 22 August, 2002. The renewed petition filed on 12 
November, 2002, was dismissed on 23 December, 2002. The renewed 
petition filed on 23 January, 2003, was dismissed on 10 February, 

I e 07(b) e o? TlTooTo 9 ^ ^ P6titi0n r ^ Uired Under 37 CFR 

The present petition is accompanied by an additional Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) Request and payment therefor The 

2000 T, B tl ind i Cat6S that the re P!y b ^ef filed on 29 September, 
^UUU, is the submission required under 37 CFR 1.114. 

The application is being forwarded to Technology Center 1600 for 
processing of the RCE and submission. 

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the 
undersigned at (703)308-6918. 
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